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® Responsive to communication(s) filed on 5 Jul 2000 

□ This action is FINAL. 

□ Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters. prosecution as to the merits is closed 
in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Qu9}^835 CD. 11; 453 O.G. 213. 

A shortened statutory period for response to this action is set to expire 3_ month(s), or thirty days, whichever is 

lonqer from the mailing date of this communication. Failure to respond within the penod for response will cause the 
application to become abandoned. (35 U.S.C. § 133). Extensions of time may be obtained under the provisions of 
37 CFR 1.136(a). 



Disposition of Claim 

K Claim(s) i3 



is/are pending in the applicat 



Of the above, claim(s) 
□ Claim(s)_ 



S Claim(s) 13 

□ Claim(s) 

□ Claims _ 



is/are withdrawn from consideration 

is/are allowed. 

is/are rejected. 

is/are objected to. 
are subject to restriction or election requirement. 



Application Papers 

□ See the attached Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review. PTO-948. 

□ The drawing(s) filed on is/are objected to by the Examiner. 

□ The proposed drawing correction, filed on is □ approved Qdisapproved, 

□ The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

^1 Acknowledgement is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d). 

K All CBome* EBone of the CERTIFIED copies of the priority documents have been 
H received. 

□ received in Application No. (Series Code/Serial Number) „ 

□ received in this national stage application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
Certified copies not received: 



□ Acknowledgement is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(e). 



Attachment(s) 

□ Notice of References Cited, PTO-892 

K Information Disclosure Statement(s), PTO-1449, Paper No(s). 

□ Interview Summary, PTO-413 

□ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review, PTO-948 

□ Notice of Informal Patent Application, PTO-152 
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Claims 1-12, 14 and 15 are withdrawn from further consideration pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .142(b) as being drawn to a noneiected invention, there being no allowable generic or 
linking claim. Election was made without traverse in Paper No. 6. 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and 
distinctly claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing 
to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which appUcant regards as the 
invention. 

The following lack sufficient literal antecedent basis: 

Both occurrences of "said conductive metal layers"; "said intermediate conductive metal 
layers"; and "said plurality of the uppermost conductive metal layers." 

Claim 13 has not been rejected over the prior art because, in light of the 35 U.S.C, 112 
rejections supra, there is a great deal of confusion and uncertainty as to the proper interpretation 
of the limitations of the claims; hence, it would not be proper to reject the claims on the basis of 
prior art. As stated in In re Steele, 305 F.2d 859, 134 USPQ 292 (CCPA 1962), a rejection under 
35 U.S.C. 103 should not be based on considerable speculation about the meaning of terms 
employed in a claim or assumptions that must be made as to the scope of the claims. See also 
MPEP 2173.06. 
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Any telephone inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status (MPEP f 3.08) of 
this application or proceeding should be directed to the group receptionist at (703) 308- 

Any telephone inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to David E. Graybill at (703) 308-2947. Regular office hours: 
Monday through Friday, 8:30 a.m. to 6:00 p.m.. 

The fax phone number for group 2800 is (703)305-343 1 . 



David E. Graybill 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2814 
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